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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-66 are pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

3. Claims 1-6, 8, 11-16, 18, 21-26, 28, 31-36, 38, 41-46, 48, 51-55, 58, 61-66 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over GREER et al (US 
6,247,048 B1) in view of BACH et al (WO 95/15665). 

Regarding claims 1, 11, 21, 31, 41, 51, 61, GREER et al discloses in a server, a 
method of data session handoff, said method comprising: 

receiving data from a data source (see figure 3, receiving data from Web Site 
A, B, C); 

transcoding said data (Proxy Server transcoding response from web server 
into character set used by mobile computing device if character set in received 
response and mobile computing device are not same); 
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transmitting at least a portion of said data to an electronic device located in a first 
location (Proxy Server transmitting at least a portion of said data mobile 351 or 
357); 

GREER do not disclose the method for handoff when mobile move to another 
base station, including steps of: 

receiving notification that said electronic device is moving toward a second 
location served by a second server; 

transmitting a first message to said second server notifying said second server 
that said electronic device is moving toward said second location; 

receiving a second message from said second server that said second server is 
prepared to communicate with said electronic device; and 

said server stopping transmission of said data. 

BACH et al, in the same inventive field, teach receiving notification that said 
electronic device is moving toward a second location served by a second server ("The 
MS sends a PSMM to the SXCDR 'first server' which indicates that the source BTS has 
a pilot signal strength below a predetermined threshold (see page 9, lines 1-5); 
transmitting a first message to said second server notifying said second server that said 
electronic device is moving toward said second location ("the SXCDR 'first server' 
sends in the CARE link a start vocoding and communication controlling message to 
DXCDR", page 9, lines 7-10); receiving a second message from said second server that 
said second server is prepared to communicate with said electronic device (the DXCDR 
'second server' passes the HO successful message to MM, (page 9, lines 18-21) 
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(see figures 1-4); and said server stopping transmission of said data ("the SXCDR 'first 
server' releases the radio channel at the SXCVR, page 9, lines 20-21). 

Handoff requests from the mobile unit performed while they are roaming about 
the geographic area. This is done when a mobile unit approaches the communications 
range limit of a present base station. It is requests that a mobile unit is added to a new 
base station and removes it from the old base station after the hand off is complete. 
The radio signal strength from the new base station may be greater than the radio 
signal strength from the old base station, so handoff is warranted to maintain the quality 
of the established session. 

For the reason above, it would have been obvious to those having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention was made to implement the teaching of mobile 
handoff of BACH et al, in GREER et al 

Regarding claims 2, 12, 22, 32, 42, 52 and 62, BACH et al further teach wherein 
said server (SXCDR) and said second server (DXCDR) are transcoder devices (106 
and 108). 

Regarding claims 3-4, 13-14, 23-24, 33-34, 43-44, 53-54, 63-64, GREER et al 
further teach wherein said data source is a content server (Web Site A, Web Site B or 
Web Site C). 
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Regarding claims 5, 15, 25, 35, 45, 55, 65, GREER et al teach wherein said data 
is streaming media data (col. 5, lines 55-67). 

Regarding claims 6, 16, 26, 36, 46, 56 and 66 GREER et al further teach wherein 
said electronic device (351 or 357) is communicatively coupled to said server (Web 
Sites 333, 335 or 337) by a wireless connection. 

Regarding claims 8, 18, 28, 38, 48, 58, BACH et al further teach prior to said 
server (SXCDR, step 12) stopping transmission of said data, said second server 
(DXCDR) transmitting at least a portion of said data to said electronic device (step 9 of 
figure 4). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

5. Claims 9-10, 19-20, 29-30, 39-40, 49-50, 59-60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over GREER et al (US 6,247,048 B1) in view of BACH et 
al (WO 95/15665) further in view of SUNDQVIST et al (US 2004/0071 132 A1 ). 
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Regarding claims 9-10, 19-20, 29-30, 39-40, 49-50, 59-60, as explained in the 
rejection statements of claims 1,11,21,31,41,51 (parent claims), GREER et al in view 
of BACH et al disclose all the features in parent claims. GREER et al and BACH et al 
does not teach wherein said data is user datagram protocol data/transmission control 
protocol messages. It is well known in the art and is teach by SUNDQVIST et al that 
User Datagram Protocol (UDP) and Internet Protocol specified by IETF are used to 
convey speech packets, including blocks of compressed speech information, between 
the fixed terminal TE1 and the and the base station BS1. At the base station BS1, the 
UDP and IP protocols are terminated by the blocks of compressed speech information 
are transported between the base station BS1 and the mobile station MS1 over a circuit 
switched radio channel CH1 assigned for serving the phone call. The radio channel 
CH1 being circuit switched implies that the radio channel CH1 is dedicated to transport 
blocks of speech information associated with the call at a fixed bandwidth [0022]. 

It is obvious to those having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to use UDP and TCP in BACH et al. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 7, 17, 27, 37, 47, 57 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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7. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: the prior art fails to teach or fairly suggests in combination the step of prior to 
said receiving said second message said second server transmitting a third message to 
said data source notifying said data source to transmit at least a portion of said data to 
said second server; and said data source transmitting at least a portion of said data to 
said second server. 

Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brenda Pham whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3135. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:00 to 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lynn D. Feild, can be reached on (571 ) 272-2092. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is 
(571)272-2600. 

December 9, 2006, 2006 
Brenda Pham 

BRENDA PHAM 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



